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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the application filed on 5/1 4/200 L 
The priority date for this application is 05/14/2001. 

Claims 1-29 are pending and have been examined. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract of the disclosure 
exceeds 150 words in length. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6-13 and 18-29 are rejected under 35 US C 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chen, US Patent No. 6,567,380. 

As Per Claim 1, Chen teaches that a technique allows selective generation of 
routing update messages by a router for its neighboring peer routers of a computer 
network. When an entry version number of a route is incremented, the reason (i.e., "what 



has changed") for the change in the best path of the route is identified and recorded. (E.g. 
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see Abstract and associated text). In that Chen discloses the method that covering a 
method of maintaining version compatibility between a first computer program module 
and one or more interacting computer program modules that interact with the first module 
through an interface, wherein the modules are stored in computer storage, the method 
comprising the computer-implemented steps of: 

"creating and storing first information (E.g. see FIG. 1 and FIG. 5 network layer 
reachability information field 508 and associated text) describing the interface at a 
plurality of times with a corresponding plurality of instances of a data structure(E.g. see 
FIG. 5, message 500 and associated text);" 

"creating and storing a mapping that associates the plurality of instances with a 
corresponding plurality of version numbers (E.g. see FIG. 7, entry version number field 
716, table version number 730 and associated text) for the first module (E.g. see FIG. 7, 
routing table 700 and associated text);" 

"automatically developing a second version number for a second module (E.g. see 
FIG. 8, neighbor version number 806 and associated text) of the one or more interacting 
modules based on the plurality of instances of the data structure and the mapping;" 

"determining compatibility of the modules based on a first version number for the 
first module (E.g. see FIG. 7, table version number 730 and associated text) and the 
second version number for the second module (E.g. see FIG. 8, neighbor version number 
806 and associated text)." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to col. 7:30). 

As Per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Chen teaches 
wherein the step of automatically developing comprises: 
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"describing a subset of the interface (E.g. see FIG. 3, network interface 3 10 A -c 
and associated text), which subset is employed by the second module;" (E.g. see FIG. 8, 
neighbor table 800 and associated text); 

"determining of the plurality of instances (E.g. see FIG. 8, address field 804 and 
associated text) at least one instance including data describing the subset of the 
interface;" and 

"assigning the second version number for the second module (E.g. see FIG. 8, 
neighbor version number 806 and associated text) based on the mapping and the at least 
one instance." 

As Per claim 3, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein said step of assigning the second version number comprises assigning as 
the second version number a particular value of the plurality of version numbers for the 
first module, the particular value associated with a particular instance of the at least one 
instance, the particular instance corresponding to an earliest time of one or more times 
corresponding to the at least one instance." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to col.7:30). 

As Per claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein the plurality of version numbers for the first module corresponding to 

the plurality of instances vary in one direction with time of the plurality of times 

corresponding to the plurality of instances." (E g see col. 6:24-33). 



As Per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
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"each of the interacting computer program modules include instructions causing 
one or more processors to obtain at least one of a property of a corresponding networking 
device type of a plurality of networking devices types and an action performed by the 
corresponding networking device type;" (E.g. see FIG. 5 message 500 and associated 
text) 

"the first computer program module includes instructions causing one or more 
processors (E.g. see FIG. 3 Route Processor 302 and associated text), based on 
interacting with a particular interacting computer program module (E.g. see FIG. 3 
Update Message 500 and associated text), to perform at least one of communicating with 
a first device of the corresponding networking device type on a network of networking 
devices including the first device (E.g. see FIG. 3, Interdomain Router 300 and associated 
text), and presenting properties of the first device to a network manager for the network, 
and displaying connections (E.g. see FIG. 3 Neighbor Table 800 and associated text) 
among the networking devices of the network to the network manager;" (E.g. see FIG. 1 
and associated text)" and 

"the plurality of networking devices types include one or more models of . . . a 
router, . . ." (E.g. see FIG. 1-3 and associated text) 

As Per claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein the second version number is developed when the second module is 

developed; and compatibility is determined at a later time." (E.g. see col 6:50 to 

col.7:30). 
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As Per claim 8, Chen teaches a method of maintaining version compatibility 
between a first module and one ormore interacting modules that interact with the first 
module through an interface, the method comprising the steps of: 

"retrieving data from a stored mapping between a plurality of instances of a data 
structure describing the interface at a corresponding plurality of times and a 
corresponding plurality of version numbers for the first module (E.g. see FIG. 7, routing 
table 700, entry version number field 716, table version number 730 and associated 
text);" 

"automatically developing a second version number for a second module of the 
one or more interacting modules based on the mapping (E.g. see FIG. 8, neighbor version 
number 806 and associated text);" 

"determining compatibility based on a first version number for the first module 
(E.g. see FIG. 7, table version number 730 and associated text) and the second version 
number for the second module. (E.g. see FIG. 8, neighbor version number 806 and 
associated text)." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to coL7:30). 

As per Claims 9-1 1 and 18, the rejection of claim 8 are incorporated and are 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 2-4 and 7 
respectfully. 

As Per claim 19, the rejection of claim 18 is incorporated and further Chen 

teaches: 



Application/Control Number: 09/855,386 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2122 

"wherein compatibility is determined when the second module is installed for use 
with the first module." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to col.7:30). 

As Per claim 20, the rejection of claim 18 is incorporated and further Chen 
teaches: 

"wherein compatibility is determined when the second module is invoked for 
execution by the first module." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to col. 7:30). 

As Per claim 22, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein the first module comprises instructions for causing one or more 

processors to manage a plurality of networking devices in response to data indicating 

input by a user." (E.g. see FIG. 1-3 and associated text). 

As Per claim 12, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein a first instance of the data structure comprises data indicating a routine 

name and a routine type of a routine of the first module at a first time." (E.g. see FIG. 7, 

routing table 700 and associated text). 

As Per claim 13, the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated and further Chen 
teaches: 

"wherein the first data further indicates a parameter type for the routine." (E.g. see 
FIG. 7, mask/length field 714 and associated text). 
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As Per claim 21, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein each module of the first module and the one or more interacting 

modules comprises instructions for causing one or more processors to perform one or 

more tasks." (E.g. see col. 6:50 to col. 7:30). 

As Per claim 23, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further Chen teaches: 
"wherein each interacting module of the one or more interacting modules 
comprises instructions for causing one or more processors to provide device-specific 
information for one of a plurality of networking devices." (E.g. see FIG. 1-3 and 
associated text). 

As per Claim 24, the rejection of claim 21 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 6. 

As per Claim 25, Chen teaches a method of determining version compatibility 
between a first module and a second module of one or more interacting modules that 
interact with the first module through an interface, the method comprising the steps of: 

"obtaining a first version number for the first module;" (E.g. see FIG. 7, table 
version number 730 and associated text) 

"obtaining a second version number for the second module (E.g. see FIG. 8, 
neighbor version number 806 and associated text), the second version number set when 
the second module is developed based on a mapping between a plurality of instances of a 
data structure describing the interface at a corresponding plurality of times and a 
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corresponding plurality of version numbers for the first module;" (E.g. see col. 6:50 to 
col.7:30) and 

"determining whether the modules are compatible based on the first version 
number and the second version number." (E.g. see col 6:50 to coL7:30). 

As per Claim 26, the rejection of claim 25 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 6. 

As Per Claim 27, is the computer-readable medium claim corresponding to the 
method claim 8 and is rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the 
rejection of claim 8. 

As Per Claim 28, is the system claim corresponding to the method claim 8 and is 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 8. 

As Per Claim 29, is the system claim corresponding to the method claim 8 and is 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U S C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5, 14 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Chen in view of Rekhter el al., "Network Networking Group, Request for 

comments(RFC): 1771", http://www.faqs.org/ftp/rfc/pdf/rfcl 77 1 .txtpdf , March 1995 

(hereinafter Rekhter). 

As Per Claim 5, the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated and further Chen does not 
explicitly disclose indicating signatures of a plurality of routines of the interface at a first 
time. However, Rekhter in an analogous art teaches "wherein said step of describing the 
interface includes generating and storing in a first instance of the data structure data 
indicating signatures of a plurality of routines of the interface at a first time, wherein a 
signature of each routine includes a name of the routine and a type of the routine and 
parameter types for all parameters of the routine". (E.g. see page 8, section 4.2 for OPEN 
Message Format). Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching of 
Rekhter into the teaching of Chen to indicate signature of a routine. The modification 
would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to use the RFC- 1771 as a standard protocol to implement the BGP-4 protocol 
product to be able exchange information with other vender's products. 

As per Claim 14, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and is rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 5. 
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As Per claim 16, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and further Chen 
teaches: 

"wherein the plurality of routines comprises all the routines of the interface/' 
(E.g. see FIG. 3, memory 304 and associated text). 

As Per claim 17, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and further the 
combination teaching of Chen and Rekhter teaches: 

"wherein the plurality of routines comprises all the routines of the interface except 
routines not implemented in the first module " (E.g. see Rekhter, page 10, Authentication 
Information (optional)). 



5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chen in 
view of Rekhter, further in view of Mueller et al. US Patent No. 6,188,659 (hereinafter 
Mueller). 

As Per claim 15, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and further the 
combination teaching of Chen and Rekhter does not explicitly disclose hashed values. 
However, Mueller in an analogous art teaches "wherein the data indicating signatures of 
the plurality of routines of the interface at a first time comprises hashed values, each 
hashed value uniquely indicating a signature of each routine of the interface". (E.g. see 
FIG. 1-2 and associated text, e.g. see col. 4:13-44). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to incorporate the teaching of Mueller into the combination teaching of Chen and 
Rekhter to use hashed value to uniquely indicate a signature of each routine of the 
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interface. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to create the unique catalog code using digital signature 
algorithm recorded on the disc to verify that the CD is not a copy. 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kuo-Liang J Tang whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4866. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q Dam can be reached on 703-305-4552. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D C 20231 
or faxed to: 




Software Engineer Patent Examiner 



